I
The emergence of what is broadly called the literary approach to the Bible can perhaps best be viewed as an attempt at interdisciplinary dialogue with the expanding and influential fields of general linguistics and literary studies (theory and criticism). Interdisciplinary dialogue is by no means a new phenomenon in biblical study. To mention just one example: the pioneers of the historical-critical approach worked under the stimulus of the growing influence of modern critical historiography, 2 and the results of almost two centuries of historical-critical analysis are there to show how energetically that challenge was met. Today's challenge, however, comes rather from the critical study oflanguage and literature , and biblical scholars are called upon to respond with the same open-mindedness as that shown by the pioneers of the historical-critical approach in the cultural situation of their time .
To accept this new challenge does not at all entail the abandonment of the historical-critical approach . On the contrary, a thorough consideration of the literary dimension of a biblical text will inevitably bring up the question of its original communicative situation , just as serious literary I At the Congress this paper was pres ented together with that of Professor T . Ishida; a public discussion followed on the respective contributions of the historical and literary approaches.
2 See R . A. Oden, "Hermeneutics and Historiography : Germany and America" , in Seminar Papers 1980 (Chico, 1980 study of a Shakespearian play will inevitably bring up the question of the original audience and stage-practice. In the case of many biblical texts, moreover, it will be necessary to distinguish the original communicative situation from successive communicative situations to which the texts were variously adapted . And for all this the techniques of historical criticism remain essential.
It is not a question, then, of "literary versus historical" in the sense of an eitherlor antagonism, but rather of working towards a responsible integration of the two areas of scholarly endeavour, while taking into account the particular nature of the text one happens to be studying. Just as historical criticism has been, and remains, essential for biblical study, so too a reasonable acquaintance with the theoretical and practical aspects oflinguistics and literary study should be seen as indispensable in today's cultural situation. It will no longer do to regard such matters as harmless eccentricities or as subjective and non-scientific aberrations . Indeed, to persist in ignoring the possible literary dimension of a biblical text is profoundly contrary to the scholarly spirit, since it means closing one's eyes to an aspect of the reality one is studying. Certain biblical texts are narratives , not by a subjective decision of the interpreter but by their literary nature . To take account of this is not an optional extra, and to take account of it responsibly calls for a familiarity with contemporary discussion on narrative in general. 3 
11
An adequate discussion of the literary dimension of 1 Kgs i-ii would require far more space than is available here.! Rather than touch superficially on a large number of points or on general thematic questions, the following analysis will limit itself to an important pericope (1 Kgs i 41-53), which happens to have played a crucial part in recent historical- (Tokyo, 1982) , pp . 27-54 . Valuable literary observations can also be found in some more historically-oriented studies, especially those of F. Langlamet (cf. n . 16).
